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DEBATE IN THE SENATE:

REMOVALS AND APPOINTMENT'S,

Tuespay, ApriL 23, 1850,
The Senate having under consideration the resolution

offered some time since by Mr. Brannuny, calling on the
- Executive for information in relation (o removals from lnd

fuithfully and with sdequate ekill, sbstaining from all active
interference in politics, the reply is promptly
or fairness in the contesis ef

sppointments (o office— porty, when one party claims to have & perfect iight to all the
Mr. BELL. [ bad intended, Mr. President, to discuss the | offices, and actuslly enjoy them whea in power, while the
general iples involved in the resolution offered by the other will only let in their friends when some cause
mmut some length ; but, at present, I shall | of removal can be shown sguinet ircumbents the adverse
detain the Senate only a very short time. I do not wish to | puty. And, s'r, it Is difficult to give a satisfactory answer
ssy any thing upon the subject to-morrow, at which timeI |io this w ition. The question is s serious one ; how
understand the vote is to be taken upon it. At thislate hour | can the Whig puity be sustained upon the pri Ger:nal
of the day I shall sverylghlymofw**“pﬂ Taylor practices upon in relation to removals offi o,
the questions at issue, in to some of the positions as- | while the opposite party assert and practise upon the policy of
sumed by the Senator from Under g the othet | distributing smong their friends and pariisans somo twenly ot
wmmm&mmhunbdmmhmu- “‘IMM“‘ The ﬂhﬂunm
undnduplywthnmhmwmsem&m&n- dm-m are likely to become overwhelming and irre-
pecticut, and a vety gemeral wish having been that | gistible in ning the party which scts upon such principles
this resolution should be passed upon without further delay, | And this, sir, is hm-nt.nu ent sentiment of the
1 intimeted my intention upon some future occasion, Most | country, that no party can sustained on the opposite policy
m-hmwﬁoﬁoﬂhﬁb the Senator from | Sir, this question of party proscription threatens 1o control
(thwtmu-) m:‘p]’:'mﬁmgw;’; all m:.d The Democratic pari ".u:m -buiw: ;;!L

present to the Benate my views t vocating and susiaining this policy, and offering to their
L in & mdﬂu e now mﬂlb&ud&.ﬂu the fruis of victory ;

' while the

,, limited

- ,.-:, 'ﬂ;‘ ;. .. o
“to nddress :iﬂiﬁh question o
of removal from office claimed for the
Executive; a involved in the resolutions offered by
the Ml’m:n“line and the Senator from Hudiana, and
a principle that been practised upon to some extent by
both pelitical parties when in power, and one which has be-
come ar avowed and cardinal principle in the creed of the
Democratic party. :
My :rhhu with regerd to the practice of removal from of-
fice, withant other cause than rence of political senti-
ment, is, sir, that Congress ought speedily and rigorously to
regulate the whole subject by law, and that if it is not thus
regulated ; if we fail to do something on this subject, that it
will, in the end, undo the Government. It is in great part,
sir, theroot and foundation of all those dissensions growing
out of the subject of slavery that have of late distracted the
country, and which has paralyzed the legislative powers of
S;zgn- for the last four or five months. This doctrine of
slutism in removals from office, I regard as the main
source not only of existing difficulties and disturbances in the
regular operation of this branch of the Governmant, but that it
will become the cause of continued dissensions and still more
disastrous results to the whole country, unless an adequate
remedy shall be applied.
8ir, I shall not, in spesking upon this subject, consider it as
unworthy orunbecoming in meto give my seriousattention to the
gross charges of inconsistancy, of broken pledges made against
the present Administration in the exercise of the appointing
power. ‘Though an humble individual, sir, I take unto my-
self my full share of the responsibility of bringing General
Tayloc into power. I do not claim having exerted any
great influence upon this point, but such as [ possessed I em-
ployed. I am ready now, and shall be at all times ready, to
acknowledge my agency, and to ascume my full share of re-
sponsibility for whatever injury to the country, or to any
gound principle, which may follow ; and if General Taylor
"has violsted the numerous pledges which it is aid he hus
ﬂun, and which have been referred to by the Senator from
e in the gross and atrocicus manner asserted by that Se-
nator, I desire it to be shown, thatI also may join in that
condempation which he is now receiving. But until I see
something further disclosed than I have yet seen, something
better founded than the arguments and conclusions of the
Benator from Maine to sustain the position taken by that
Benator, I do not anticipate that, in regard to that sub-
,rct. or any other that has been brought under my notice,
shall repent my instrumentality, humble as it may have
been, in the elevation of General Taylor to the Presiden-
tial chair. Ican readily concede a degree of plausibility to
the common apprehension in the srgument of the Senator
from Maine, and in the tens of thousands of newspaper para-
graphs which have been circulated throughoutthe country, in
reference to these alleged violations of pledges, but when you
come to analyze these pledges, and give to them their just
and fair import and construction, and then to investigate the
sctual grounds and principles upon which the President has
d in the exercise of the appointing power, I venture

the sssertion that there will be found to be no inconsistency.

The Senator from Maine, sir, to-day, very unexpectedly t1

me, has made a very elaborate effort in reply to the speech of

the Senator from Conpecticut’; and, sir, what are the charges
which have been vrged with so much pertinacity, and re-

over and ever again with reference to the pledges of

k | Taylor ?

It is asserted that General Taylor, before his election, de-
clared his decided opposition, in numerous letters, to the prac-
tice of proscription for opinion’s sake—a practice, which I
way add, the Benator might jusily have assented to be
sanctioned by the established doctrine of the party to which

he belongs.  For, sir, it is well known that the doctrine of
the Democratic party is that the President, in virtue of tho,

power in him by the constilution, may
thrust out every subordinate officer of the Government, except
the judicial functionaries, st his discretion, without any pretext
of officisl delinguency, misbehavior, or the want of official
qualification ; and I need not stop to show that the practice
of the Democratic party when in power, during the last
twenly years, has been in conformity with this creed.
That is the doctrine advanced, and that is the practice on
one side. The charge against General Taylor is, that he
himself to the country, to set his face against this
practice; that he solemnly avowed his opposition to the pro-
ve policy, and that he has gressly violated these pledges,
by his conduct since he came into power, has wholly

dieregarded his former professions. [ undertake to say that
General Taylor avows the same doctrines now that he has al-
ways avowed upon this point. What is the proof that Ge-
neral Taylor has vio his pledges? Why, sir, it is that

te has made a greater number of removals in the short pe-
riod that has el since he came into power, than were
twelve Eem of General Jackson's and Mr. Van

£r
it

from Maine in ng that General Taylor hae
contradicted his professions on this subject,
to the policy of proscription for epinion’s
words, as to the force of this fact, that Gene-
removed a grester number of officers in his
Jackeon and Mr. Van Buren re-
whole period of their power. That depends
inciples upon which the removals were made.
principles upon which removals have been
General Taylor, Have they been made for mere
sake—simply in the exercise of an abeolute arbi-
? No, sir; I understand they have only been
ples, and for causes that, in our past history,
admitted to be s und and blican ; and in ac-
practice of Sefferson—and Jeffureon was as
to the policy of removal for opinion’s sake,
bhimself. But the Benator inquires what
removals 7 8ir, it cannot be expected
foct that in every case of removal
d.frenen of pols 1 causes crilhl'n‘ fmmpe_tilt of a mere
i opinion ; but [ can & of my own
knowledge of the subjeet, so far as it goes. Y
I have learoed, upon inquiry from the proper source, that
the Administration proceeds, in making removals, upon the
and competent incumbents ought not
h ”m the ;;onml that they giﬂ'er from the
ical opinions, but thatsome other
hmw e
&'Mltlln from lluim::ru nl’erre;t: to the State of Ten-
neaseeand removals there as of the which he makes
Moftuud o i :
remaval, in which & special cause other
than a difference of political sentimant vm"::;: required to be
ted out and Jpraved befers a removal was mode.
t is true that » few bave been displaced in that
Biate, snd several other changes have been made, upon
resignations and the expiratisn of the commissions of former
incumbents, but in case of removal, special cause of
ion was shown. [ know of no case in which the re-
moval has not been baeed in my judgment npon ssund demo-
cratic republican y #uch as I have always considered
as safe and jroper, and no ‘man has herctofore been more
decidedly op d to the proscriptive policy than mysclf,
Active intrivrence in elcctions Las boen, I am adviced,
the general and most ususl ground of the removals made by
this Administration. The perfect right of offize.holders to
hol what politicsl op'nions they pléise is not denied, and
ty express them in social intcrcenrsr, and to vote accordingly
at the polls, is not denied, or imputed sa o faglt : but aeive
sticipation—intermeddling in clections ¢ taking part at pub.
ie meetings, making par'y sperches, and Jrumming up votes
at the polls, are considered incomistont with the reguler,
falihful and satisfactory discharge of official duties, and held,
and justly s, in my opinian, to be good cause for dismiseal,
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. This fact is the main reliance of

mesurance that such

#0, it may be justl e of progress,
(a progress, by-the-by, which I have little faith in, and
regard as rather a retrograde movement,) that the Whigs
will have to succumb to their adversaries, whatever supe-
riority they may lay claim to in the soundness and wis-
dom of their general policy and principles ; and the question
is being forced u our consideration, whether an Adminis-
tration can which does not carry out this system of
party proscription ? It is for these reasons, sir, that I think
the time has come when we  should regulate this removing
and appointing power by law. 1 repeat, if we do not regu-
late it by our laws, it will regulate us. It will control the
operations of this Government, and in the end, I fear, lead to
its overthrow.

Mr. Brapavny. I would inquire of the honorable Sen-

ator, whether I understood one point of his remarks aright ?

Does the Senator assert, that no Administration can stand

unless it adopt the system of proseription for opinion’s sake ?

Mr. Brri. 1 meant to express my fear that no party

can long maintain its ground unless it edopts that practice. 1

do not undertake to say how long the administration of Gen-

eral Taylor can stand, but I begin to have my doubts whether

any party or administration that practices this limited uee of
public patronage, can sustain itself for any great length of
time sgainst ano‘her parly that openly avows as one of its

principles of action, the exclusive uppropriation of the spoils
of office.

Mr. Baapsurr. This isthe point ‘which I wish to come

at. Am [ to understand the Senator from Tennessee,

as wishing to convey the idea that this Administration bave

not removed individuals from office because of their political

opinions, but for other causes ; or that this Administration

have adopted the practice of removing from office because of
political opinions, for the purpase of obtaining friends ?

Mr. Berr. I made no such insinuation as that presented

in the latter inquiry of the Senator. I said the time had come

when this question of the power of the Prisident 1o practice
this system of party proscription shou'd be settled ; ard that

both parties should be restrained, or both practice upon the
same principles. And if the Senator were ouly authorized to
say that his party will not act upon that system hereafter, I
should consider it one of the greatest reforme of the age—one
of grea‘er and more beneficent consequences to the country

than any adjustmeént which we are likely to make of the pend-
ing difficul'ies connected with another great question before
the Senate. As to the principles upon which the Administra-
tion proceeds in making removals from office, 1 stated that, so
far as I had any knowledge, and from information received
from the Pre:ident and Heads of Depariments, no removals
had beer made merely for opinion’s sake ; and upon inquiry
into particulsr csses of removal, to which my attention had
been directed by others, I could find only one or two where 1
considered the grounds ef removal questionable. There mmy
be a hundred such cases, for aught I know, but I know of
none. There may have been removals made because of mis-
taken or unjust allegations or charges. Only one or two such
cases of quesiionable propriety have come to my knowledge ;
every other removal of which I have heard the cause has been
just and proper. I hold; sir, officious intermeddling with elec-
tions, as before stated—the drumming up at the polls, officiat-
.| ing at public meetings, becoming noisy partisans, the making
of post offices places for the assemblage of political cau-
cuses, and all other acts of excessive partisnn zeal, suffi

cient causes for the expulsion of the offending parties. I hold
all these things to be anti-republican in principle, and a just
cause of removal, Tbere may be other causes of removal be-
sides those I have specified—such as want of competent skill
and neglect of official dutics. I do not undertake to enume-
rate them sll. And when I speak of the grounds upon which
the Administration act in making removals, I ailude to remo-
vals from office within the exclusive and proper control of the
President. This is what I meant to eay.

Now, sir, a wo:d more with regard to these pledges of Gen.
Taylor, eo often elluded to. I would here remark that I did
not intend, when [ fifst roee, to go into the discuseion of this
point ; and I have only adverted to it now because when,
upon some future occasion, I come to speak upon this ques-
tion, I desire to confine myself as much as possible to an ex-
amination of this doctrine of the unlimited power of removal,
claimed to be vested in the Executive, what it leads to, and
how it can be controlled and regulated. The Senator from
Maine, besides referring lo the letters in which Gen. Taylor
disavows that proscriptive feeling and policy which he now
nacribes to him, alluded to the sentiments contained in his In-
augural Address, and charitably intimates his belicf that Gen.
Taylor meant, when he delivered that address, to be faithful
to his pledges, and (o honestly carry out the principles he then
laid down ; but that since that time he has been moved from
his purpose. 'What said Gen.T'aylor in that address? Why,
that, g0 far as lay in his power, in the exercise of the appoint-
ing power, he would make honesty, capacity, and fidelity the
‘test of official qualification; and the want of these qualifica-
tions he would regard as just cause of removal from office.
Now, the Senator interprets that declaration to mean that,
for no other cause than the want of these qualifications would
he dismiss a qublic officer. I cannot but think, sir, that the
Benator has allowed his feclings to mislead him greatly in his
inferences from the language of the inaugural address of Gen.
Taylor, when he assumes it 8¢ a pledge that he would not re-
move for any cause but the ab of these specific and essen-
tial qualifications in an office-holder. The Senator secms not
to know that the pledge to remove for the want of these speci-
fic qualifications, in its true interpretation, has reference to an
evil which, in the past history of the Government, has been
the source of great injury to the public service. It is, that
the President for the time being has ofien failed to remove an
office-holder notoriously deficient in the proper qua'ifications ;
at oge period from an over-scrupulous delicacy in the exercise
of the removing power, but muck more frequently, at a later
periad, ‘because the incumbent was his friend, and parlisan.
Does the:&enator know, or has he forgotten, that the act of
1820, which limited the term of afl the most important eivil
officers of the Government to four years, was intended to re-
medy an abuse which had its origin in the extreme caution
and forbearance of the Executive i the exercise of his just
powers?  That act, [ bave heard, wessuggested by Mr. Craw-
ford ; but, though the motives which led to it were good and
¥uwr. yet it ‘hae proved to be most fatal in ils consequences.

be Senator from Alabama (Mr. Kixe) appearsto have been
the only member of this body at the time who had the sagacity |
to foresee its resulte, and he voted againet it. For a long pe-
riod anterior to the passage of that act, the practice of removal
from office, except in the most flagrant caees of peculstion or
ccrruption, had beoome obsolete ; and such wae the deference
of the Execative to public sentiment, which then watched the
exercise of the Executive prerogatives with the utmost jeal-
ousy, that some of the important offices in every part of the
country were in the hends of negligent, imbecile, or other-
wise inefficient and incompetent persons. It was supposed
| that a law limiting the term of office to four yearsavould reme-

dy this abnse, by leaving the President free to appuinta fit and
| competent successor at the end of avery official terim, iz all cases
| of delinquency in the preceding incumbent, without subject-
ing himeelf to the charge of tyranny and proscription.

That, sir, is the history of theact of 1820. T'he operation
of it was beneficial in many respoets until a period eomusenc-
ing about ten years after its passsge, when the interests of
Farly interposed to prevent ita operaiion, and to make it the
sovrce of increased abuses. Under the system of political
and party proseription introduced in the practice of the Fode-
ral Government during the administration of Gen. Jsckson,
the set of 1820 has become nothing more than a convenient
iustrument to enable a party P t to carry out the pro-

to say nothing of the effect of such conduct upon the {:ri«y
of the elective franchise. Bir, I repeat that I remember no
case jn my own S.a'e in which an office-holder hee becn re-

scriptive und mstances i -
Inr e!lmp.djcgnd I!:m:ul result hik:. :::::::3: ::hep:l?n
incambent, however inefficient or negligent, hsppeas to be the

I do | friend and partisan of the Executive, he is reappointed ; snd,

on
be, he is drnﬂpﬂ], and a noisy partisan is appointed
place. But thi

Taylor will not | the proscriptive policy, is not the result of the act of lB!OI
alone. Unfaithful or incompetent office- holders, whether they
Ehlnl sentiment, and that the Democrats in office will not | get thair places by a dircet removal of & fcrmer incumbanty or | layed.
displaced as long as they perform the duties of their offices | come in by appointment on the expiration of a former term,

He wan
held without distinction of
mostings exclusively Domocratic. Though a Wbig, it was White Hoase /
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the other hand, however faithful and competent ll;n mh.l,l
outof |

1

is evil of the last (wenly years, growing

while they continue foithful to their party allegiance, are ne-
ver dropped or removed until their defalcation becomes {a-
grant, and the. gencral voice demands their dismiasal. The
President in such rases is naturally reluctapt lo remove a
friend ; the party lenders come (0 his protection and defepce ;
they urge bis influence aa a partisan, snd insist that his favlts
shall not be harshly dealt with ; snd the common result is
that he ls continued in «flice. This, sir, is a great sbuse ;
one of the most prominent of the brood connected with the
policy of proscription ; and I'believe it has been felt 1o be so
by all the buine s classes of the community.
abuse at which the sentiment pointed to by the Senator from

0

whether the incumbent of office subject to his control be &

bis appointment from himself or from sny of his predecessors.
But the Senator still insists that the sentiment of the insu-

gural or Geit

wnlérpretation of the language of Gen. Taylor, the bonezable
Senator has referred to = statement n]lq_a! to Lue l'een made

during the late canvass by the present Governor of Kentucky,

for many years a distinguished member of the Senate, (Gov.

Crittenden.) Tbat distinguished gentleman, known to have
been the particular and confidential friend of Gen. Taylor, is

said to have declared in a public speech, or in some letter to
a friend, afterwards made public, that of his own personal
knowledge he could undertake to say that Gen. ‘Taylor was
o) posed to the odious policy of proseription for opinion’s sake ;
and this statement of Goov. Crittenden is triumphantly appeal-
ed to as proof conclusive, not only that General Taylor was
pledged by his own letters and the language of his inasugural
address ngainst the policy of parly proscription, buat, whea

these pl dges are considered in connexion with the number of
officers ac'urlly removed by Gen. Taylor, that he has grossly
violated them. Docs not the Senator know that the distin-
guished gentleman of Kentucky referred to, known as he wae
and is a8 the decided enemy of the proscriptive policy, when
he was a member of this body, regarded the interference of
office bo'ders in elections as s0 gross an abuse that he intro-
duced and advacated the passage of a bill to prohibit it by law,
and to compel tbe President to remove all such offenders
againet fficial propriety ! And is it for a moment to be pre-
sumed that Gov. Crittenden ever dreamed of pledging that his
friend Gen. Tayler would not remove for any such cause !
But, aside from the authority of Gov, Crittenden on this sub-
jeet, Gen, Taylor, in assuring officious intermeddling in elec.
tiuns a8 good cause for removal, might well rely upon the doc-
trine of Mr. Jeflurson, the boasted father of Democracy. That
great man was opposed in principle to the practice of removal
for opinion’s sake, yet he held all active interference in elec-
tions as just cause of removal. Gen. Taylor, then, hastaken the
ground that Jeflerson took, and he may safely stand upon
such a platform. I need not remind the Benator from Maine
that the Democratic party at this day goes far beyond and con-
trary Lo the doctrines of Jefferson upon this subject. Can the
Scnator from Maive réally believe that Gen. Taylor, either in
his numercus letters or in his inapgural address, reslly meant
to pledge himselfthat he would not remove a public officer on the
ground of intermeddling in elections ? I cannot perceive even
a plsusible ground for such a belief ; but it seems the honor-
able Senator has worked himseif up to that conclusion.

The Senator has instituted a comparison beiween the num-
ber of removals during the administration of General Jackeon
and the administration, so far, of General Taylor. Sir, there
is no fairness, no justice in euch a parallel. When General
Jacksen came into office he found the office-holders all, or
nearly all, Republican or Democratic. The old party lines
had been nearly or quite obliterated for the preceding twenty
years. Gen. Jackson came into power professing to disre-
gard the old party distinctions in appointing to office ; and it
is well known that in his election he was supported by a great
oumber of the old Federal party. However true it may be
that there were a few incumbents in the Executive depart-
ments, and throughout the country, who had received their
appointments under the administration of the elder Adams and

Gen. Washington, yet the mass of them had been put in
office by Mr. Jefferson, by Madison, and Monroe, all demo-
cratic and republican in their principles. The practic? of re-
movals from office had fallen almost into disuse alter the com-
mencement of Mr. Jefferson’s administration ; snd, ‘'with but
few exceptions, the offices of the Government were filled by
persons who held to the principles of the party which triumph-
ed in 1800. Gen. Jackson, it is well known, did not mske
removals on the ground that the incumbents were Federalists,
but because they were anti-Jackson men.

Mr. Brapsuny. If the Senator will allow me, T stated
that I had reference to those who were in favor of, and those
who were opposed to, Gen. Jackeon.

Mr. Bere. The disticetion between Democrats and Fede-
ralists was peither made nor regarded ; at every step in his
progress of removal he was probably turning out a Democrat.
The Senator from Maine, as an evidence of the greater for-
bearance of Gen. Jackson in making removals, states that of
the three or four hundred office-holders then in the Execative
Departments, he only removed forty ; and he now admite, as
he did in his speech, that these removals were made in refe-
rence to the question, whether they were Jackson men oranti-
Jackson men. These forty removals, then, were made on
the ground of anti-Jackeon feelings and seotiments ; what

the remainder of the three or four hundred office-holders in
Washington 7 Why, they must have been Jackson men ;
or, at all events, willing to be so considered. And General
Jackson would not think of removing his own friends. Well,
sir, see the contrast. There had been a fierce struggle for
Giual ‘sscendency between Mr. Adams and Gen. Jackson—
only forty of the three or four hundred officers in the Execu-
tive Departments were understood 1o be friendly to the Ad-
ministration of Mr. Adams. The distinguished Senator from
Kentucky (Mr. Crax) formed a part of his sdministration ;
and if any man ever had just cause to indulge pronrir.ivo
feelings, he might find it in the circumstances snd incidents
of the contest then going on ; but not a single, removal of all
the office-holders in Washington known to be favorable to
the election of Gen. Jackson was made by Mr. Adams.
Judge McLean, then Postmaster General, and the abiest we
ever had, was known to favor the election of Gen. Jackson,
still he was retained in office. But #0 soon as Gen. Jackson
came into power, he proceeded to remove every office-holder in
Washington and throughout the country who, in the pre-
ceding canvass, hed made himself obnoxious to him by
declaring his opposition to him. The whole number re-
moved under his Administration and that of Mr. Van Buren
is said to have baen about twelve hundred, snd at the close
of Mr. Van Buren's sdmioistration it may be fairly presumel
that they were all, or nearly all Jackson men or Democrats.

But what was the condition of things when Gen. Taylor
came into power * How many Whigs or Taylor men were
then in office of the twenty thoussnd civil officers or em-
ployés under the Government subject to Executive contrul '
Probably not five bundred, if 8o many.

Bugh sm dwelling too long on this subject. The question
presented by the manner in which the discretionary power of re-
mval claimed to be in the President has been exercised, and the

topics of party dircussion, and [ can hardly trust myselfto speak
of them without unneceseary digression.

made against him.,
tor from Maine, in the views he has presented of the course
and practice of Gen. Taylor in the matter of pledges snd re-
movals from office, has been’ prompied by ardor of his |
feclin. & to assail him with undue harshoess, and st the same
time rashly. [donot, 1 repest, pretend

hensive that | misled bim in regard to an i
which I took a particular interest, but [ was mywelf -Hnln:’
others; and theie may be many other cases of the same ki a
But the Benator frem Maine has assailed the consistency of
General Taylor upon agother point, in regard to which I think |
he does him injustice. He takes up and comments with
severily U, Gen. Taylor's re
would not be a party candidate. will not be denicd by the

Senator that when General Taylor was first (poken of as .

eendidate for the Presidency, members of bith parties, Whige |

and Democrats, united in the e of their desire 10 e

hins elevated to the highest honer in the gift of the peogle. |
by public meetings, | his own Suate he knew of any Whig who Leld an oilice of any

solicited to become a candidate
party, and fu some ine'ances by

had so violently agitated the eountry so

& Whig, not (o become a

‘nok be content that the people

This is the | in

Maine in the inaugural addrcos was intended to redrees. [is
understand Gen. Taylor, when he says that the want of *“hon- | dik
esty, capucity, and fidelity” shall be sufficient ground for re- | that I
moval in all cases, to mean that he will remove for this cause,

Whig or Democrat, filend or opponent ; whether he received ||
Gei, Toylor was a pledge that for no other cause

would he remove an official invumbent than the want of the §
partienlar qualiications he therein specified ; A0, wivasny =5

is the presumption that arites as to the political sentiments of

N
{;‘. N

1850.

natural ambition in the world for a man in Gen. T'

le, independent of party. If he is not & vecond Wash-
that was an espiration worthy of & Washington. It
was eminently patriotic to desire that b~ y feuds which
m should be al-
At the head of his li'o army in Mexico, and little
1% political toethen, e did declare his intention, though
rty candidate, and that, as the
people had faken him up, they alone should settle the ques
of his cundidacy ; but, after his return home, and as time
on, while he found numerous and devoted friends every
where, he saw that the leaders of the two grat parties would
i ople should have their own way ; be
was compelled either to withdraw altogether, and thus dissp-
w the wishes of numerous devoted friends, or modify his
itst determination. The Senator from Maine stales, and
slates \ruly, that he finds the qyidence of a change of pesition
f second Alison letter. Now, what was the change i |
d in that letter > Why, simply, that, though a Whig,
nd to that extent a party man, yet that he was not a party cen-
date in (he strict sense ofthat denomination. His meaning was,
e was not so far a party candidate that, if elected Presi-
i, he would be bound to conform to the dictation of any
rty upon any exigency in public affaira that might arise ;
t o would administer the G.vernment according to his
wn judiment, enlightened from every source within his
mch. This was the true meaning and import of the
md Alison letter. Nothing that transpired ot the Phila-
e was an avowal made by his Louisiana friends u. |
that Convention, m rgara w0 me wepotisnce of a change
of men and of measures of Governmeni, which mani
fusted strong Whig eentiment ; and he declared himself ready

the

tion tenderad to him, and he still declined to be considered a

numerous Whigs of that Convention ; and I deny that Gen.
E‘dnylor did become a party candidate any further than he avow-
in the

the Philadelplia Convention. And why was it not laid down ?
Itis a sufficijnt reason to say that the Convention did not

dictation. I vanture to say that General Taylor does notnow
consider that hy ever was a party candidate, in the sense in
which thoee terpe are understood throughout the country, or
that he is even fow a parly President, though elected by the
Whig party ; tlough [ seldom sce or converse with him upon
such subjects. !And give me leave to say, Mr. President, that
any man, of solid pretensions to distinction, lets himself
down very much when he professes his willingness to sub-
scribe to whatewr doctrine or policy any number of his friends
may think propir to lay down for hiaguidance. [ believe the
practice of the Democratic party is that their candidate shall
square himself by the rules laid down by the Convention
which nominate him, and that this reguisition is rigorously
enforced. Thalis precisely what General Taylor would never
consent to. Hdresolutely, and to the last, refused to pledge
himself to any particular system of Administrative policy.
After all that has been said against General Taylor by the
Senator from Mjine—afier all the abuse which has been la-
vished upon him by the Democratic journale—after all that has
been said againg the Whig party, for teking up and elecing
him to the Presilency, wiil that Senator deny that the De-
mocratic party feriously contemplated his nomination, and
that it was probbly only not done because General Tuylor
avowed himeelfa Whig !

Mr. BrieuT,in his seat.
have thought oftuking up.

Mr. Bere. Nevertheless it was o announced by the prin-
cipal organ of the party, the Washington Union, and if such
& thing was never thought of by the Democratic party, theu
their organ is npt a reliable sheet.

Mr. Brapnver. [ think the Senator must be mistaken.

Mr. Berr. Ithink I cannot be mistsken., I certainly
have seen the staterment in the Union that Gen, Taylor would
probably have received the nomination of the democratic party
but for his declaration that he was a Whig. Will the Sena-
tor deny that efter Gen. Taylor rcceived the nomination of
ithe Whig Convention at Philadelphia that it was forthwith
‘smnounced in the Washington Union, snd re-echoed in the
two or three hundred democratic journals of the country, that
General Taylor had become a party candidate ; that he was
the Whig candidate ; that he would be proscriptive in his
policy if elected ; that all his professions of moderation meant
nothing at all? And 1f this be so, how could the people have
been deceived by General Taylor's professions ’ D\an the
honorsble Senator deceived ? .

Mr. Branrony. I will say that the declarations did not
deceive me, although there are many that they did deceive.

Mr. Bere.  Well, I will not press that peint. Buat [ will
say that General Taylor lost more Whig votes than we gnined
on' the Democratic side in consequence of his not being con-
sidered a thorough party candidate.

Mr. Sgwann, At least forty to one in the State of New
York, ’

Mr. Brer. The Senator from New York saya ¢“forty to
one” in that State ; and I have little doubt thatin every State
of the Union General Taylor lost as many Whig votes as he
gained Democratic ones. But will my friend from Maine
allow me to ask him one other question, and will he answer
me frankly 7 Would he not have been disappointe | if Gene-
ral Taylor had made no removals ! Whether, in fact he did
not desire that Genral Taylor should be proscriptive in his
policy, and turn out the Democrats right and left !

Mr. Buspmcrr. That would be a refiection upon the
persons removed in my own State. The gentlemen who have
been turned out were known (o be men of honesty, capacity,
and fidelity, and I regretted to see them turned out. .

Mr, Bire. But [ desire to know whether the honorable
Senator, and his leading friends of the Democratic party, would
rot have been greatly disappointed if General Taylor bad fail-
ed to make removuls of Democrats from office !

Mr, Brapsury. I have never given any thought to that
sutject.

Mr. Bere. [ will not press my friend upon that point. It
is a delicate subject, and I have no right toexpect an answer.
Wil the honorable Senator deny that the Democrats, of whom
he speaks as having been turned out of office in his own Siate
had been active intermeddlers in elections ! I believe, from
the geners! practice of the Democratic administrations in the
last twventy years, of putting into office those who were expect-
ed fo be most serviceable in elections, that Gen. Taylor might
with perfect eaety, and in accordance with his principles,
bave turned out every office-holder in the Northern States,
Tuey had been put in by the Democratic party, and were ex
officto active partisans. So far was this policy of requiring the
active service of office-holders carried during Gen. Jackson’s
administration, that I remember a case in Ohio in which one
Jackson postmaster was turned out and another put in, on the
express ground that he was a better Jackson man and more
influential in elections then his predecessor. And I repeat
that General Taylor might, with little risk of violating his

rinciples, have turned out the whole corps of officeholders
[ Notth s not so in the South and Southwest. In those sec-
tions office-holders are not g0 uniformly ac'ive pattisans, In
{one of the most populous counties of Tennessee there is a
. Democratic postmaster, for example, who cannnot be removed
vpon the principle adipted by the present Administration,
though the Whigs who hold that the principle upon which
removals are made should be the same in both parties, think it
a great hardship.
| The Senator from Maine has adverted to a doctrine al-

He was the last man we would

cons quences to the country, bring to my mind old and familisr  vanced by Jeflerson as republican—the equalization of the |cause. If so, it becomes a matter of serious interest Lo those

public offices between the two parties—one which the present

It has been my pur- | Administration may consider s.und ; and insists that it has not
pose, in the suggestions I huve made, to show that General been regarded in the removals made by General Taylor. The | do, and as [ trust every man doeg, ) to know what the causes | |y avident to meet with 1! ¢ cutiatamary eireced 9
Tayler's course since he came into power is susceptible of the | State of Tennessee has been referred to by the Senator among | are that have been alleged against them, and upon which the g
clearest and most ample defence and vindication against all the  others as evidence of the truth of this allegation. I should | Executive grounded is action. It belongs to every man 10 | from T RS, whet)
charges of inconsistency and violated pledges which have been like to know who it was that gave the Senator the informa- | have the offinces with which he stsnds charged resd out, that a | g4 ";‘,,‘."“ f g
I think, upon the whole, that the Sena- . tion he relies upon in regard to removals in that State. .

Mr. Bravsconx. It was a member of Congress from that
State.

Mr. Bere. No matter, I am not disposed to question the
general correctuess of the statement.  Most o the important

that Gen. Taylor offices in that State have been changed—some upon removals | er and the removed as the criminals. Isitnot then due to this
may not hawe made some mistakes both in his removals and and others upon resignation and the expirations of the official | Administration that it should clear iteelf of the fearful re- |
appointments—ikat ho he has not in some instypces been terms ; but [ know that some five or six offices held by Démo- | sponsibility of this wholessl: denunciation of thousands of |
misled s 1o the existence of proper cause of temaval ; snd in ' crats, and ranging in value, T should estimate, from eome four | our fellow-citizens? Docs the honorable Senator (who seems | op fraud
others that be has put incompetent or unworthy persons in Ihur,dml lo eight bundred or a thousand doilare, are still in | to speak with a full kuowladge of the scts and d.ings of the | S TR it sh ¢-mplaint .-‘r whore. | know, sles, thet
office. Indeed, I know of one instance in which I am appre- | the hands of Democratic incunbens. But will the Sena- | present Ad ninistration) koow of instances in any ground for suc plaint ws ¥ .

nessee 1o whom lie bae referred, and see if he knows of any |
office of walue in Tenneesee beld by a Whig when Genersl |
Taylor came into power ! [ am obiiged to say that [ rec-lect

nowe, not even one, worth so mu:h as two hundred dollars. !
I would inquire of my friend, the Senator from Pennsylvania, |

ud declaration that he if Le has suy knowledge that a singie Whig was in posses- | so1t in existence,

; 1 Mr B I . effies in the Siate ' whether the suceemsiul
‘"“““"‘“‘“"*“"‘"“"Wbyz.l.m““’““ There were Whige i proterved diseerly by

every State of the Union, and the sume

Andlrm“m

i
E
:
t

i

to abide by the decision of that Convention, as to whether he | filends, umht the l“'
would be a candidate or not ; but ke accepled every, nomina- | the resolutions of Mr. Holmes. At the same session of Con- | lenths
|
|

party candidite, and therefore failed to give satisfaction to | gle resolution calling upon

The
; Alison letter. The honorable Senator has | ator from Wisconsin (Mr. Donax) or the Senator from Mis- tion, and &
pointed to thd fact that no Whig platform was laid down by | souri (Mr. Bexrox) may recollect his pame,

consider that General Taylor would regard their authority to | general debate which took place u
prescribe his churse upon any sulject ; they did not consider | resolutions was, that the power
that they had the man before them who would submit to party | discretionary in the President by the comstitution: that be  ©

cekip National Intelligencer.

No. 464

i

spplicant, or by
Jutiful triend, ““or bysome dimnterested patriol,”
suly be kuows 1o s [who we out of the pale of El:eutli,v:
sonfidence ) by the passnge of these reolutions. Do the
frinnds of the Adminstration fear the revelation of charges
upon which removals bave been mede ' IF i victims were
who should fear, and not the judges, who
coustitutional obligations.
President, | should not advocute this measure, were it

Mr. Bere. | moan offices of any valae.
Mr. Baapsvar. Not s lasge sumber, siv.
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Jackmin, now Democratic, party
of the facts stated in
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gress Mr. Darton, then Senstor from Missoudd, offered o sin-
the President to communicate 1o

the Senate his reasons or.the causes f. the Recorder have been
nr[.m['rm:,'.ri..m.:m. u:.;':::‘:. Ben- | when tewted.  As ane of the friends of the late Administra-

I believe it was | .
Carson. (Mr. Brstox asseutel.) The srgument upon | bhas built up : ;
which the call was resisted by the Jackson members in the ' lese, when put 1o the b« its officers will come out of ln;
that and Mr. Holmes's | ordeal that way be instituted with unsullied reputations,
removal was absolte and | have, sir, in my mind ot this moment & case furnishing an
nonewerable argument in faver of the sdoption of these re-
alone was responsible ; that the Senate had no right o de It is that of & most worthy and meritorious man,
mand his reasons for doing an act exclusively within bis whase appointment to u very responsible office
power and coitrol ; that the Senato hed no other power in | and consented 1o by this body --nm”muiﬂo
the matter of removals fiom and appointments to offics, than | has been removed by the present .
to reject or confirm the appointments when the President crparfe charges, preferred and acted upon withoat the know-
nomivated. But Mr. Barton, in the case of Carson, took | ledge of the sceused, and which charges if true would subject
the identical ground in favor of the propriety of making. the | bim o severe 1
call for the reason and cause of the removal, that the Senstor | particular case, were it not in
from Muine has urged in pressing tke adoption of his resolu- | sonal knowledge of the facts, to onter
tion. Mr. Barton contended that the fact of removal implied | 88 to their trush, snd pablicly court
a cause of some sort derogatory to the character of the dis- | Take the offices, but in doing so travel some other track than
miseed functionary ; that to dismies a public officer and re- | over the reputation of the faithful and -
fuse to communicate the cause, was o inflict an injury and | eratic ineumbents, X
do gross injustice to private character, [t was an injury to | there are -‘l!f demand the ceru'iny of this body.
his family and his means of livelhood, 1f the party removed alike to ves and our
was innocent of any misconduct, common justice required | thrown wide O'tn._lnl their accusers be invited (o enter.
that his innocence sbould appear ; if guilly of any misdemean- | M. Bere. . Will the honorable Senator tell me whether
orit was due alike to himself and the pwblic that the extent ed in any quatter for information in the case to
of his guilt should he kaown,. It will be remembered that | which be has alluded *
removals from office during the administration of Genersl | Mr. Burowr. 1 am gratified that the honorable Senator
Jackson were justified under the pretext of reform, which | has asked me the question. I answer, that the chairman of o
necessarily increased the presumption of delinquency of some | committee of this body, whose duties councct Lim with that
kind on the part of the dismissed officer. But Mr. Barion's of the Government baving charge of the papers |
resolution was laid on the table by a strict party vote. Now |refr to, made & wriiten request in behulfl of 1he committee,
if any thing can be regarded as settled by the Democratic and ‘h.' reply was : *“ He regarded the papers o . o
party, it seems to me that this question of the right of the exelusively within the direction and control of the President.
Seuate to call for the causes of removals from office must be | Thus making it very evident thet unless some action is had
¢0 regarded, when, 8s far as [ recollect, every such esll has | here, requiring an official surrender of it the information
been rejected by that party when in power in the Jast twenty | sought by these resolations, many of us wil be lefi to act in
years. the dark, and our friends be condemoed on false charges,
Mr. Dawsox. On every occasion since 1789 they bave | without even the formsof a irial.
resisted these inyuiries. Mr. BELL. What [ denied was thst it was true, that
Mr. Bransuny. The Senator is mistaken. Gen, Taylor had made false preteaces. The Senator from
"Mr. Berr. [ amnot prepared to fo'so far back as that, | [ndians and the Senator Maive suy be has. [ have been ar-
but I think | am not mistaken as to the course of the Demo- | guing that, from the facts and statements reiied on by ke
catic party upon this subject during the Inst twenty years. | Senaior from Maine, this charge Las not bren made out.
I did not intend when | rose to occupy the time of the Benate | What [ said wus, thst Gen. Taylor did not mean to say, nor
st all on this occasion further than to sy that upon some ;eonldbch-birly constraed to ssy, that bo would vot make
future occasion I would ask the a'tention of the Senate upon | any removals for intermeddling in elections, or other such
the general principles involved in the resolutions, and it is | cause, beside, the want of houesty and capacity. You see,
my intention, if no Senator anticipates me, to offer for the ' that makes an issue between us, s to waether 1t is 82 or not
consideration of the Senate a proposition to restrict the dis- | that Gen. Taylor has made false pretence one
cretionary power claimed by the Executive over all the civil | thing and doing snother. Now, the Sensior from ladiana

solutions,

|

officers of the country, and to regulate removals from office | thinks be bas, aad eo thioke the Senator from Maine. But
by law, and T am glad to find that the Senator from Maine, | when they come (o bring forward the fs and the argu-
if T understood him, is ready to co-operate with me on thal | ments, it sppears that these charges of false pre‘ences snd

puint. | broken pledges are inferred from the ""IL’ chhu.li:n that
X b d to th ipth tkat he would
Mr. BRIGHT. It was not my intention to have said a ! a:,':.;:mﬂ: ﬁ:m ;:i mi:‘ cause’  Cause,

word on this subject, but the remarks of the honorable Senator
from Tennessez have struck me with so much surprise, and
differ so widely from what I regard as the facls in the case,

that would subject the party removed to the penalties of law ’
Incompetency ' Are these the only causesthat should be an-
| dorst 0 as governing Gen. Taylor in these removals accord-

that I feel compelled (late asit is) to ask the indulgence of | : .
the ®enate for a few moments, while I attempt a short reply | i::‘?’h;:ﬂ?:‘ m'wh:':‘“‘“m:" : "::5
to one or two of his positions. L . :

The Senator must have doubtless proceedad at some length L“::’m:ditg‘“wn;w:i' P'I":'.h:l;:":'f SN Spiae
with bis remaiks before [ entered the chamber, and [ sm nut al the fv'ilurc '{.";‘: o ot d.“"’ﬂ"‘a
quite sure that I understand the tenor of those | bave beard. mey r"u-lilut: ‘."i‘m diat l'l'llu‘h‘m!- ol'l“.l .‘:‘,:"'“ times

2 Ll

Il I misgnote him, however, I hope he will please to correct me, | A .
und 1 the h ble Senator to say that the present | :r:?':ulfl?d :u;ul ::.:-hi: Admi ni'du:_i:n dh ':: ouch mat-
Executive had not, since his induction into office, violated any e ipd - r BERO.

pledge or pledges given to tha country before his clection, in ll:t;m-;jlm ;;;mn:emd::ll:l :::i:;:’ “::":’:i: ::
reference to removals from office. } sraner : ; + g
J . R proper discharge of public duties. DBesides, young men may
Mr. Barc. I eaid 5o, according to any thing that I had & | ieform, and old ones tio. Now, it reference to toe
personal knowledge of in my own section of the country; aud upon which removals have km.m in lodians, or 1o the
I believe, unless he has been misled, he has done it nowhere. | cauee of removal in the particular case roferred to by the
Mr, Brignr. I am st a loss whether to give the re- | So,q'0r fiom that 8'ate, I know nothing, My information
sponse of the honorable Senator a general or special interpre- | ynon the whole subject of the number of the removals that
tation. I presume he means by ** his own section,” the State | have been made, and the causes of removal, is of & very gen-
of Tennesseo. If 0, I havé no right, and do not, after his | or) natyre. My friend over the way, (Mr. Buanseay,) and
statement, contradict him ; but if the honorable Senator would | my ftriend from Conneciicat, (Mr. Msitu,) Lave been very
have his declaration general, or broad enough to embrace the | {1 ueriius in collecting ali the statistics upon the subjeet, and
State I have the honor to represent, then I take issue with | [ ;mu.t say that [ have not much faith in them, though they
him. 8ir, I here declare publicly, upon my responsibility as | may be very correct ; | mean to say, tha' 1 do not know per-
a Senator, that the jndiscriminate removals, made at the time f sonally much in detail of what the Adminisiration have been
and under the circumstances attending them, amount, in my | doing. 1 have, it is troe, ssme of ihe charascter of
judgment to a most flagrant and daring violation of the many | the gentlemen who fill the highest offices, snd I think them
and repeated pledges given by the present Excculive to the | honest. [ may sy, also, that [ have bad but a limited per-
public, without which pledges, in my opinion, he could not | sonal acquaintance with Gen. Taylor; but | think he is an
have been elected. What a spectacle is here presented—one | hogest man, and that he intends to execute the pewer confid-
that, asan American, I will not characterize as it deserves ; | o 1o him justly, whenever that pawer is brought into exercisr ;
respect, for the nation, and respect for that high office filled by | gnd I think I can alss undertske 12 say, that whenever such a
tbe incwmbent, restrains a full expression of my sentimen's. | case ss that suggested by the Senstor from lndisna is made
That pledges were given, none are so bold to deny ; now let ' clear, he will see that justice is doe ; nay, more ; when it is
us sce how they were kept in my State, Indiana. There are | discovered that any man has iecd fisud any depact-
some Iwenty or more Federal officers in that State, subject tothe | ment of the Government, with the view of mn. otfice for
approval of this body ; of these, one alone remains a monu- | himselt, be will, on the fraud being made nflniies, be imme.
ment of Executive forbearance—an Execative that ¢ 'm- | diately removed. 1 shall be wholly mistaken ﬁ;. Gen. Tay-
mended itself to the peple for their suffrages on the ground | joi's character if be dors not tender prompt and decided
that be *l.athed proscription.” Besides these, there a1e a | jugtics in sach 3 case If he shouhd S o § st
hundred or more (whose names do not come here for con: | be prepared 1o renounce and decoance bin mya I"" I do oos
firmation) other mementues of the monner in which pledges | undertake to deny or impugn the statement of e Senator fr0
made before an election are afterwards redeemed. Indians, and [ repest, that if such & wreng as tha: mentioned
Mr. Beui. Do you mean this generally * .| by the Senator from Indisna has been perpetiated, it ought to
Mr. Brrcur. [ sm now speaking of the conduct of be redressed promptly,  Afier all, T would sk whether this
the Execulive as spplicabla to my own State. is the proper place f r su b inquisitions to be ma'e’ 1do
Sevenau Sexartors. It isalike applicable to ours. | think that where thete i probuble ground to belnve that such
Mr. Brrear. .1 understood the honorable Senator frem | wn ahuse has existod, aad that there is no disncn im shown
Tennessce to say that the files of the several Dopartments | 1o corcect it, ther there is cause fot a1 inquis .,l T e
would show that for all cases of removals there had been a | chargcter. If the honoratle HQ"Jlu: n;l Iiulvl "r“-m.h . peye
#0 ] ENO b - e 1.] J
who appreciate the value of an unsuiliid reputation, and who [ [u:‘:‘;);]:‘j?f::i:“ ::m.‘: “??::_:.‘,“?;1 e .s: yx .:J,;l.‘::
prize fair fane far above office or its emoluments, (4s 19a0F | gross and om“‘"":‘ oy -\:-.‘Il-a: :-n.!\ e “:' o scilbilent

Mr. Bravnonr, I would ke to iguice of the Senator

r the heads of dopertc ents bave nol

€ 00 account ol p U T Ll L

Jisinterested public may decide for itself on the guilt or ino- | My Brrr, | have not seon the heads ui departmouts, of
cence of a fellow-citiz'n, and not that a corps of interested | had 3;11' e.\m.muml‘m-u;‘ul'. I:'-xrl: u':m this subyect for nr.:-m
officials should pronounce a star chamber sentence. In the ' s'derable time \“'Lll ' m e e procved upon in mak-
absence of ihe charges upon which Executive action was '“E- 'rfn'w:'.l]!-;'r"n P within their control, | ca oot states
fourd:d, the Executive itself stands forth as tbe public accus- | [ wij) ;uir e .ti-.t . :-' “‘._"_P Fgulwnten 48 e o
have undererood Gen, Tavlur's prioe ples, and professions np-
on this 'uhjuc: : ol in my of the conp'ry | ktiow f no
case of re nuval atfsding o ol 0 unpu'e decepion
on the pulie, and i think that there Lag heen

which false | ;) ihe removals in mv Siw'e, or whers there have bean apphi-

intment, in  tor fiom Maine consult egain with the gentleman from Tun- | charges have been filed sgainst lncumbents by persons who | cijons for rem vals, so far 38 they have come to my knowledge,

sought their removal that they might themnselves occupy their | sficiency of qualidcation on ihe part of the person
places, and who have actually succeeded in their eff.al-:{ ? I ::‘1': l;‘f::nntln-r-‘:-: of some wclive fn'ﬂwd'd‘hr': with ﬂlﬂ-.::
Mr. Brie. [donot—and if any man has dine so, and | pegivet of o foial Jut.es, or some other special ause, has boen
obtatred cifice by such means, 1 would instantly seek his ro- | reguired 1o be male out, ¢ the syisfaction of vhe President or
moval. | venture, l;o‘wsver, that there is not a cage uf that | of the departmeut having the control of the sppeintment, and
If it is shown that such a thing bas been | where no such eiuse was shown, there has been no removel,

sion of any office of value whin this Admrmstration entered Id e, knowingly, 1 should myself be disposcd to donounce | Thers were, hymever, iwo inatances which came unier my

upon its dutics
Mr. Uoorkn. No, sir. .
Mr, Dawaos, in his seat. Take the State of Muine !
Mr. Bsrr. | will ask my fiend from Mame whother in

value when General Taylor cume inio the pos:ession of the

tae Execuiive as false to his pledges and the coavtry.

ke knowledge ol cause assig: o] which | rega ded as sulfic

Baisur. With this avoral from the honorable | egiablished, and gave my opinion o that' effict, 1o be filed

Senator, I come now to the point in controversy, ard (he im- | i the proper depariment, yet my opinien wes overruied,

portant point invelved in the resolutions offered by the Sens- | gpd the removals were n t made,
tor fr.m Maine. I say there are cases (and [ spesk know- | )
iugly) where homest, uprigh', just men, faithful olficers, of | There are twin si-ters residing pear
unspoted integtity, have been removed oa false chargee— have cutered their hinety-secund year.

Keyport (N.1.) who

-



